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prepare a reply to a letter Iron v. 
ted 11/29/62. Geoghegan said we would be particularly 
^wtflraatad In the AG's comment with regard to this letter, which was 
that Olney was "a silly s.o.b." but the AG thought a reply woyld 
to go to him. ' 

Olney had sent us a copy of bis letter of 11/29 to the AG, In } . 
Which he complained about our referring to him allegations we had • 

received regarding two Court of Appeals judges. This ^ 

considered at that time and Ur. Hosen's memorandum of 
mitted a memorandum to the AG of the same date advising that, 

Olney did not want the information in the future we would not a vi y 
h’im, but would only inform the Department. k 

" i.r told Geoghegan that Olney had sent us a copy of his letter 
to the. AG and we had, in turn, written to the AG about this* S?®£ h ®f“ r 
was tol*d that if Olney did not want us to give him any information we 
received which related to matters within Olney's jurisdiction, we g 
certainly would not volunteer anything in the future, js we «hiL£ 

trvinc to be helpful. Geoghegan said he would secure the letter whiclfc 
|S Sfrelto? hadsont tHhe AG concerning this and use it as a basis g 
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to Olney. 
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